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data, but it actually rests within the charmed circle of the
individual experience, about which it affirms nothing that
was not already given by it. We may easily observe this
thinking in those people who cannot refrain from tacking
on to an impression or experience some rational and
doubtless very valid remark, which, however, in no way
adventures beyond the given, orbit of the experience. At
bottom, such a remark merely says ' I have understood it
—I can reconstruct it.' But there the matter also ends.
At its very highest, such a judgment signifies merely the
placing of an experience in an objective setting, whereby
the experience is at once recognized as belonging to the
frame.
But whenever a function other than thinking possesses
priority in consciousness to any marked degree, in so far
as thinking is conscious at all and not directly dependent
upon the dominant function, it assumes a negative
character. In so far as it is subordinated to the dominant
function, it may actually wear a positive aspect, but a
narrower scrutiny will easily prove that it simply mimics
the dominant function, supporting 'it with arguments that
unmistakably contradict the laws of logic proper to
thinking. Such a thinking, therefore, ceases to have any
interest for our present discussion. Our concern is rather
with ;the constitution of that thinking which cannot be
subordinated to the dominance of another function, but
remains true to its own principle. To observe and
investigate this thinking in itself is not easy, since, in the
concrete case, it is more or less constantly repressed by
the conscious attitude. Hence, in the majority of cases,
it first must be retrieved from the background of con-
sciousness, unless in some unguarded moment it should
chance to come accidentally to the surface. As a rule, it
must be enticed with some such questions as ' Now what
do you really tbmk ?'' or, again, * What is your private view

